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COMMENTS ON TI:IE CALtED DRAFI’ PROGRAMMATIC EI~EIR

Dow AgroScicnocs LLC is a ,manufacturer and r~istrant of p~st ~ntrol products us~l in the
urban and agricoltut~] aro.a.~ of Californ{s We arr~ a primary regi.~trsnt ~f produv, t~ ex~ntainlng the
ins~tidde active ingredient chlotpyrifos. Dow AgroSd~ccs has participated in different parts of
the CALI,’ED Water Quality discussions when notitiod and wh~ appropriate. In gcm:ral, wc
support the major objocfives of CALFED for water quality and many of the proposals in the Wat~
Quality Program; howev~x, we also have concen~s with important ¢!~neats in ti~e document.
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I, IfCALFED inolu~s a T~et For ehl~p~rifos, we [~lieve t~ uum~ provid~
inappropria~. We would sugest a risk ~ number and will pr~t this approach to CALb’ED

2. The eurr~t listing ~ovi~s a erit~ ~ for chronic ex~sure (0.020 u~l). Even usi~
CA Fish & Gume h~ard ass~sm~t numbs, an se.le value (0.07 uWl) should
as referen¢~ in f~tnote "I." Chlo~y~ ~curre~e is ~aaEy ep~i¢ and trm~sie~t
an acute value ~ould ~ pr~mtt~ to ~vi~ a mo~ ~pmpfiat~ ~rd to refl~t zwtunl
~� coMifions to aquatic life. We ~mm~d ~ change ~ m~e prior I.o finalizing t~s

Editorial comment: Several extra Slices in the Methoxt,~ section, bctw~l s~tion 213 and 5/6. As
xwittcn Department of P~.,~ti¢id¢ Regulmiotx h broken to ~’~d in ~�¢tio~ 6 "Rogulatlon to
d~wlop... BMPs" which is not what is meant.

Pagm 14115 (Aet, io_.n 2) and 21/22 (Action 3) - PERFORMANCF; MF~ASI.IRES AND
INDICATORS OF SUCCESS

Toxioit)" testhag with sensitlv¢ urg~isrm is �:ited as a performance measure, as is a¢hievement of
wate~ quality T~rgcts. We believe a mo~ refined ~i~,’ntifie, ri~k-ba~cd approach should b~
ultimate mea.,~ure of acceptable levels ofehlorpydfos and other pesticides. Water quality targets,
such ~ th~ T~u,g,~t Ii~ted ft.. ~ldorpyril’os are hazard bas~ numbers, which do no~ consider the
e, ritical 0lcment of’exposure of aquatic life in the ecosystem. Similarly, toxicity t~ting is an
aecegted screening t001, but may not be indicative of an actual ecosystem ~ffc~t. These rnmsur~
alone may set an Jnappro~atdy low standard of acc~p~bility.

A~ thia P~’ogram proposes, we also ~troc~gly ~upport good selentil].e ~fforls to b~er und~mnd the
~ol~ca.I si~fi~nee of/~se mat~als, while we pursue aefi~fi~ to ~ize o~qite mo~t.

Page 21 RESE~U~ONI’I’O~NG

T~ goal shotdd not be [imit~ to ~t~lish the ~logi~l si~i~¢ance of"exe~" but would
~ b~ stat~ as "pr~e~e," This wo~ will m~t fikd~’ ~t~ l~e~ oftoxiean~ t~l ~ not
mologically ~i~nifiem~t ~ well ~ tt~ose thst ~re. As writt~ ~ ~nd~ more li~ a witeh-hant
¯ aa m~ obj~tlvo eval~tion. As s~t~ above, we ~ro~y supp~

Pr~~c EIS/EIR, Page 7. !-24: R~u~ C~t~t Inpd T~ou~ Use of L~s Toxic

With r~p~t to p~sticid~, r~ueing o~ite transpoa and
an im~nt g~l ~d o~ity in tl~ water q~lit~ ~. How~v~, thee
misconception ~t I~s ~xie p~t~ides (first bullet, ~lumn 1 "l~s toxic ~ieultural ~d

a~ily true.
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The appropriate measur~ is r~, in this ¢as~ risk to a.q~=a,’ic life. Less toxic materials may require
increased rates of application or increased froquency of application, which can result in a greater
oxpo~uro lx~tcntial for the organism of ~oncorn (or in the context described hero, possibly inerca~M
input). TM goal should M to us~ tools that reduce risk to aquatic life,

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on thc EIS/EIR. We look forward to working
with CALFED as this important process

$incor¢ly,

Bryan L. Stuart, Ph.D.
Government Relations Manager
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